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7 Sacrament of © os js 
b Me tf Lee 

<P .two main Points of d;flercnce bet -U, 
” Rome. One, atout the Loftrine of Tranſuif 


" dhink, Errarc not'cerrain, that they have the'® nd 
of our Savior vn their fide: The other, -abeur the  miniſteaion of 


Set ro the Prople in'toth kinds; in whidhwe —— 
- =; Bet ure _ Gut Saviour $ Foftieaicm: dey 
Cl at {& 14% '\at our yerſaries themieives o'notdeny 
Of the miofthule 7 ſhall ow treat; and endeavourto ſhew againſt 
on Church of. Rome, That in this Sacrament there is noſnbſtantial change 
” wateof the Elements of Bread and Wine into the natural Body and Bloud of _ 
"® Eko, og which was torn cf the Virgin Mary, 'apd/ fufferedups . * 
ot fo they explain that hard word Traiſubſtantiation, 
cfore 1 cngage in this Argument, 1 _ bur oblerve what an 
afonabtc rask we are pur 'upcti, by the told confidence of 'our 
Adv expres ro difpute a matter of Senſe ; which-is one of theſe things 
Mor wh which | Ariſtotle bath long fince pronounc'd cher ought to be 


o als yell ſeem flrange it any. man ſhoul write a Honky to 
brcy (thats an” Fa is not "ht eddie and that” Murket- Bu ” 
Pre; It is every white as hard a caſe, to be-put ro 4Wit | 
Dj Solitſe. (har what we {ce.and handle and taſte'tobeBreadis't 
and, por, the Body of a man ; and what we ſee' and*taſtero'be: 
Wine, rat nh n6&t Pu "And it > 85 eg "ra nor pals for: 
all VI kan I-do nor ſee nan 
noogh t Gi o fo, "way not deny any th 

bes q ſees it s;or affirm any thingto be' what a}l the World ſces ir 
Snot; and this without all pcffibihty of being farther confured:- So 
that the buſinck of Tranſulftantiatjon'is tot a comroverſic of- Scripture; 
*g84ipſt Sertponte, or,ot Reaſon apa Reaſch, biit'of; the:downright 
i pldence agardft t the : plain micanit of Fer res atidiallScoierand 
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damnation, 
Ne thele deluded. Souls, it will be 
's, mn —— the pretended grounds of ſo falſe 2 Dodrine, 


tb {ay apen che rhonſtxous abſurdity of it. 
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And in the bundling of-chis Argument, Iſfhall procecd ja this 


. this plain method. 
L Iſhallconfider 
of Rome for 'this oft 
Y.': hall produce our 0hje#ions againſt iz. And if can ſhew 
there is \no 1ollerable' ground for it, and that there ay invinci 
ſtir, then every man is not only in reaſon xc 


Objeftions again 
_— mw believing 


ay + .iPif,Coonkiderche puerended hall reaſons of the 
ob owekdrithis Dattrinc- ' Whick 
Either ft. The Auchoricy of Sri 


rinc, 


the pretended grounds and reaſons of the Chink | 


exciſed 


is Dodtrine, but hath great cauſc ro- CE hag 


muſt be one or more of 
rc, Or 2ly. The 


joe. 


lict athis/DoQzine in the Chriſtian Church, as an evidence that 
cted our Saviour's | work, This ia * 


nd.in 


the power of, the Prieſt in "rev ion to work ſo great a Me 
in bek ; They: pretend for this, DoQrine the Authority of Scripture 


inthoſe words of our Saviour, This.is 
nf this nenrants Tihall 


my body, Now to ſhew the in, 
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{ Ws, - That there w#rro- neeetfir teellading thoſe words of our 
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+ . 22. Thata a great deal of reaſon to underſtand them otherwile 
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Gup ; or elſe it the words be literally taken, fo as to ſignifie a ſub. 
.:Ntantial change,it is not of the ine bur of the Cxp; and that, not into 
the blood of Chriſt bur into the new Teftament Or new Covenant in hisblocd. 
. Beſides, that his blood is {aid then to be ſhed, and his. bodyto be bro- 
+ Ken, ; which was not till his- Paſſion, which followed the Inſtitution, 
7 Arſt celcbrarion of this Sacrament. 
+ - Bat that there is no neceſſity co underſtand our Saviour's words 
4 inthe ſenſe of Tranſubſtantiation , ] will take the plain conceſſion of a 
great number of the moſt learned Writers cf the Church of Rome in 
this Controverſic.Ca_)Blarmine,(b)Swarez and(c )V aſquez 
g*do acknowledge Scorus the great Sehooknan to haye laid (a) de Euch. 
"that this Doftrine cannot be evidently proved from _ yy 
'F$cripture.: And Bellarmine grants this not to be impro- $97 tde ct 
+ bable; and Smarez and Vaſquez acknowledge 7d) Du- (c) in 3. pert. 
randus to have ſaid as much. {e, Ocham, gnother fa-' 4/p. 180, 
mous Schoolman , ſays expreſly , that #be Dotyrine WV 75 #4? 
which bolds the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine to remain after (4) FA ona lies 
; © conſecration 1 neither repugnant to Reaſon nor to Scripture, (f ) diſt, 11, qu: 1: 
T ® Perris ab Alliaco Cardinal of Cambray fays plainly ,. that «: 15: 
\ the Difrine of the Subſtance of Bread and Wine remaining af- (<) 04: _ 
| | ner Conſecration is more eafie and free from abſurdity , more ra- hos, WO 
; Fional, and no ways repugnant to the anthority of Scripture ; {t) in 4 Sent &. 
nay morc, that for the other DoQrine , viz, of Tran- 6. art 3. 
ſubſtantiation , there is no evidence in Sevipture. (g ) Gar 
briel Biel, another great Scthoolman/and Divine of their (8) mn 
. Chnrch..._treely declares ,' that'#s #0 any ebing expreſs'd in 0-02-40: 
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4 *h# | 
ftance of Bread and Wine doth remain after Conf 
he reſolves the belict of Tranſubſtantiation imto : 
beſides Scripture , which he ſuppoſeth the, bad”? 
Cardinal ( h ) Cajetan confeſl Eaſel [ 
where expreſs that the Bread is changed into the Body 


. 
. 
ad 


th) in Aquin. 
«424 R475. that we have this from the authority of the Church: nay, he 
Fas: pocs farther, that there js nothing in the Goſpel which enfar«' 
ceth any man to underſtand theſe words of Chrift , this is my. body; in & 

proper and nat a metaphorical ſenſe ; but the Church having underftood them in - 
# proper ſenſe t hey are to be (0 explained ; Which words in the Rowan Edi 
tion of Cajetan are expunged ty order of Pope (i ) Pi V. Cardinal J.: 
(k_) Comrareous , and (1 » Melchior Canus one of the beſt * 


o 


(1) Z#gid. Co. 
nink, de Sa- 
cram. Q. 7<. 
art. 1. un, 12, 


and moſt judicious Writers that Charch eyer had, rec« 
kon this Porine among thoſe which arenot ſo expreſ* 
ly found in Scripture, I will add but one more ; of preat 


EN4 X Hey authority in the Church , and a reputed Martyr , (m' 
(1) Loc. Theo- Fiſher Biſhop of Rocheſter who ingenuouſly confelle 


log. l. 3. c. 3. 


that in the words of the Inſtitution, there is not one word 


( m ) conre 
ceptiv. Paby- 
lon. c, 10. n. 2. 


from whence the true preſence of the fleſh and bloud of Chriſt in 
in our Maſs can be proved: So that we need not much 
contend that this Lorine hath no certain foundation 
in Scripture , when this is ſo fully and frankly acxnowledged by our 
Adverſariesthemſclyes. : 
Secondly , I{there-'be no neceſſity of underſtanding our Saviour's 
words in the lenle of Tranſubſtantiation, I am ſure there is a great deal 
of reaſon ro underſtand them otherwile. Whether we conſider the 
the like expreſſions in Scriptute ; as where our Saviour ſays, he js 
the dior , and the true Vine ( which the Church of Rome would migh- 
tily have triumph'd in , had it been ſaid , his is my true body.) And 
ſo likewiſe where the Church is ſaid ro be Chrifts body ; and the Kock 
which followed the Iſrarlites to be Chriſt, 1. Cor, 10. 4. They drank of 
that rock, which followed them , and, that rock was Chrift : All which 
and innumerable more like exprefſions in Scripture every man urt- 
derſtands in a figurative , and not in a ſtritly literal andabſurg 
ſenſe. And itis very well known , that in the Hebrew Language 
things are commonly aid to that which they do lignify & repreſent; 
and there is nor in that Language a more proper and uſual way of 


expreſſing a thing to ſignific ſoand ſo ,, than to ſay that ir is ſo and 
ſo. T hus Joſeph expounding Phareob's dream to him,Gen.41- 29. Says, 
the ſeven good kine 


vears.. 


are ſeven years ,, and the ſeven. good ears of corn are ſeven 
ſignified or repreſented ſeven years of plenty; and 


- —-—— + a 


., + Shhainſt' Tranſubſtantiation. 
 - nd xpreſſions 5 nor do | believe that any ſenſible man , 
. whochad ard of Tranſbſftantiation being grounded upon theſe 
"Fordsgt oor Saviour", this x my body, would upon reading the inſti- 
. Hidofrot the Sacrament in the Goſpel ever have imagind any luch 
__Hv6g wbe mcant by our Saviour in choſe words ; but would have 
l —_— rſtood his meaning to have been , this Bread ſignifies my Body , 
_ this Cup ſignifies my Bloud ; and this which you ſee me now do, do 
+..1yye hercafter for a Memorialof Me : But ſurely it would never have 
_ +, Enterfd into any man's mind to bave thought that our Saviour did 
_—_—_ himſelf in his hand , and give away himſelf from him- 
| "with his own hands. | 
» Or whether we compare theſe words of our Saviour with the an- 
- cient Form of the Paſſoyer uſed by the Jews from Ezra's time, as 
Ms Yn) Tuſtin Martyr tells us, v5're 40 wage 's Furry por Kat 1XATERv ys arr, 
* * big Paſſover is our Saviour and our refuge: | not that they 
-#bclieved the Paſchal Lamb to be ſubſtantially. changed (n) Diateg. 
Efer into God their Saviour who delivered them our © 179; 
of the Land of Egypt, or into the Meſias the Saviour 3 yon 
whom they expected and who was ſignified by it: But 
this Lamb which they did cat did repreſent to them and put chem in 
Aamind of thar Salvation which God wrought for their Fathers in Egype, 
.- when by. the ſhying of a Lamb and ſprinkling the bloud of it upon 
,their-doors their firſt-born were paſſed oyer and ſpared; and did 
"likewiſe forcthew the Salvation of the Meſſius , the Lamb of God that was 
180 tdky away the Sins of tbe world. | 
> Andnothing is more common in all Languages than to give the 
name of the thing ſignified to the Sign. As the delivery of a Deed 
A wy Wrizxzing undcr-hand and ſeal is call'd a conyeyance or making 
'> . Pyerof ſuch an Eſtate, and it is cally ſos not the delivery of meer 
- wax and parchment, but the conveyance of a real t:ſtare ;as truly and 
{ and really toall efte&ts and purpoles of Law,as if the material houlſcs 
and Jands themſelves could be and were aQually deliycred into my 
hands: In like manner the names of the things themſelves made 
| over. to us inthe new Covenant of the Gol] | berween GOD and 
* Man, ate given to the Signs or Seals of that Covenant. By Baptiſm 
*Chriſtians arc ſaid to be made partakers of the Holy, Ghoſt, Heb. 6,4 
And by the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper we arc faid tO-commumicate 
or to be made partakgrs of the Body of Chriſt which, was brokyn, and of his 
Blood which was ſhed far us, that is, of the rcal benchits of hisdcath and 
© Pafhon: And thus St.Pa»! {peaks of this Sacrament, t Cor. 1.16. 
The ind of bleſſing which we bleſs,is it not the communion, of the hood of Crafe 
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6 A DISCOURSE: | 
bread and one body ; for we are partakers of that one bread; The 
ot Rome might,if they pleaſed, as well argue from hence tharall;Chr 
ſtians are ſnbftanrially changed firit into Bread, and. rhen'in ow 
natural Body of Chriſt by their participation of the Sacramenr,becau 
they are fard theteby to be one bread and one body. And the ſame 
poſtle in the next Chapter, after he had {poken of the :conſecration-of 
the Elemients flill calls rhem the bread and the cup, in three vgrfes to+ 
gether, As often as yeeat this bread and drink this cup, V. 2G, i heſaency 
Jhall eat tbis beead and drink this enp of the Lord unworthily, v. 27. Bay ltt;a 
man examine himfelf,* and iſo let him-eat of this bread and drink, of viOgR 
v. 28. And our Saviour himſclf when he had-ſaid, this is my $uviiar 
the new Teſtament, immediately adds, * but Tſay-unto you, 
*Matth.26, 29. JT will not henceforth drinkof this fruit of theVine, untill ' I 
| drinkit new "with you in my Father's Kingdom , that 1s, not 
till after his reſurreftion, which' was the firlt ſtep ot his exaltation. jth 
to the, Kingdom given him by his Father, whenthe Scripturetellzus 
he did eat and drink with his Diſciples. Burt that which I obſe&tye 
from our Soyiour's words is, that after the conſecration ot the exp;and 
the delivering of itto his Llſciples to dring of it , he tells them that 
he would thenceforth drink no more of the fruit of the Vine, which 
he had now drank with them, till after his Refſurretion: From 
whethice it is plain that was the truir-of the Vinereal wine,whichour 
Sayionr drank ofand communicated to his Dilciples in the Sactament. 
Beſides, if we conftder that he celebrated this Sacrament befoxe his 
Paſſn,it is impoſſible theſe words ſhould be underſtood literally bf. the 
natural body and.blood of Chrift;becauſc it was his body broken and bis blood 
ſredwhich he gave to his Diſciples, which it we underſtand literally 
of his natural body broken & his blood ſhed, then rheſe worda ia 
my hody which is broken, and this is my blood which # ſhed, could nor 
iruc, becauſe his Body was then whole and unbroken, and his blood. 
not then ſhed ; nor, could it be a propitiatory Sacrifice ( as they affirm 
this Sacrament to be) unleſs they will ſay that propitiation was made 
before Chriſt ſnffter'd't And it is likewiſe i ble that the Diſciples 
ſhould underſtand theſe words literally, becaule they not only plain- 
Iv faw that 'whar he- gave them was Bread and Wine, but they hl R 
likewiſe asplainly that it was not his Body which was given, but his 
Body which gave that which was given ; not his Body brekenand 
his blood ſhed, becauſc they faw him alive at that very time and: be- 
held his body whole and unpeirc'd; and therefore they could not un- 
« d theſe words literally : It they did, can we imagine thatthe 
| who upon all other | accafions were ſo full of queſtions and 
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ciples, 


y Fp93.c0 be diſtinA'trom both'; we'ſee thy Body not broken, and 
Blood not ſhed. = | 
. goa all, which ir muſt needs be very cvident, to any man that will 
partially conſider things, how little 1caſon there 1s tounderſtand 
thole woxds of.our Sayiour, this is my body, and this is 'my blood, in 
| he ſenlc of Tranſutſtantiation; nay on the contrary, that there is very 
xcat-reaſcn.and an cyident neceffity to underſtand them otherwilc. 
'proceed to : the | 
+ -24y. That this DoArine is not grounded upon the perpetual belief of 
| prince Church, which the Church, of Rome vainly prerends as an 


" EviRnce hat, the Church did alwayes underſtar:d and interprer our 
Suaviour's. words in this {enſe, | 
| . To manifeſt the groundleſneſs of this prertence, I ſhall, 1. ſhew by 
_ plain teſlimcny of the Fathers in ſeveral Ages, that this Doctrine 
, was nct the bclicf of the ancient Chriſtian Church, 2, I ſhall ſhew the 
-- $imeand eccaficn of its « mcing in, and by what degrees it grew up 
"and was cſtabliſhed in the Roman Church. 3. I ſhall anſwer their great 
retended, Demonſtration that this always was and muſt have been 
the conſtant belict ot the Chriſtian Church, 
_..1,-1 ſhall ſhew by plain Teſtimonies of the Fathers in feveral Aggs, 
for atoye five bundred years after Chriſt , that this Loftrine was 


F 


AM.the. .bdief. of the ancient Chriſtian Charch. 1 deny not but that the 
Faye 00. and that with great reaſon , very much magnify the 
; "e eriul miſtery and cfficacy of this Sacrament,and frequently ipeak 
of a. great Supernatural change made by the divine benedifion; 
which we allo rcadily ackncwledge. They ſay indeed, that the Ele- 
mcnts of Bread and Wine do by the divine blefling beceme to us the 


E things {ignificd arc given to the Signs ; that the Bread and Wine 

» ſtil remain in their proper nature and ſubſtance, and that they 
are turn'd into the ſutfance of our Bodies; that the Body of Chriit 
in the Sacrament is not his natural Body, but the - and figure'of 
'T not that Budy which was crucified, nor that Bloud which was 

ed upon the C1ols;. andthat it is impious to underſtand the eating 
of. the fliſh of the Son'of man,and drinking his blood literally : all which are 
dircaly oppolite to the PcArine of Tranſubſtantiation and utterly in- 
confiſtent with it. I will {cle but ſome few Teſtimonies of many 
which I mighr bring to gen 1 | 
| 1 Eegin with 7rftin Martyr, who fays cxprefly that * « 14g. 48. 
oxr blood ard fleſh} are nouriſhed by the converſion of that food Edit. Pariſ. 1636: 


We and Blood of Chriſt : But they likewite lay that the names of 


F 


which ws receive inthe Euchariſt, But that cannor'be 'the 


"el nim,” We ice this to be Bread and that to be Wine, and we ſet 


natural bodv aud blocd of Chriſt. for no man willday. that 'iscons __ 


#3 | 
K. 
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Hributed. to. bir Diſciples he made bis own body, ſaying this is * 4dverſ. 


verted into the nouriſhment of our bodies, © YO” 
+ Lib. 4.c. 34, The Sccond is * Irenew $ who ſpeaking of this $2- 


crament,lays, that the bread which is from the earth receive - | 
ing the divine invocation is now no longer common bread but the Encharis | 


( or Sacrament ) confifting of twothings, the one earthly , the other heaven- 
þ. He ſays it is nolonger common bread, bar after invocation-or 
conſecration it becomes the Sacrament , that is , bread ſandified, 
conſiſting of two things an carrhly and a heavenly; theearthly'rhing 
is bread , and the heavenly is the divine bleſling which by the invo- 
cation or conſecration is added ro ir. And * elſewere he hath this 
paſlhge , When therefore the eup that ir mixed ( that is, of © 
*lib, 5. 6. 2. Wine and Water ) andthe bread that is broken receives the 
word of God, it becomes the Euchariſt of the blood and body of 
Chbrift, of which the ſubſtance of our fleſh is increaſed and conſifts ; but if thar 
which we received inthe Sacrament do nouriſh our bodies, it muſt 
be bread and wine, 8 notthe natural body and blood ofChriſt.There - 
is another remarkable Tettimony of Irerew, which though it' be not 
now cxtentin thoſe works of his which remain, yer hath been 
ed by *Oecumenius, and it isthis, when ( fays he ) rhe 
* Comment; in had mn ſame Servants, of the Chriſtian Catechumeni 
1Pet.c::: ( that is, ſuch as had not been admitted ro the Sacra- 
ment _) and afterwards urged them by violence to tell them ſome of the ſterets 
of the Chriftienr, theſe Servants baving _ to ſay that might £rat tboſk 
who offered violence to them, except only that they b34 beard from their ers 
that the divine Communion was the blood an4 body of Chrift, they thinking that 
i was really blood and fleſh, declared s much to thoſe that queſtioned them, 
The Greeks taking this as if it were really done by the Chriſtians, diſcovered is 
19 otbers of the Greeks ; who bereupon put Sanus and Blandina to the tor. 
pure to make them confeſs it. To whom Blandina boldly anſwerel, How 
would they endure to dotbis,wbo by way of exerciſe ( Or abſtinence ) ds noe 
eat that which may lawfully beeaten> By which it vr that this 
which they wy oat nee je upon Chriſtians , as it they had lite- 
rally caten the fleſh and bloud of Chriſt in the Sacramenr, was a falſe 
accuſation which theſe Martyrs denied, ſaying they were (o far from 
that, that they. for their part did not eat any fict art all. 

The nextis Tertullian , who provesagain!t Marcim the Hcrecique 
that the Body of our Saviour was not a mere phantaſm and appear- 
ance, but a real Body , becaule the Sacrament is a fgure and image 
of his Body; and if there be an image of his body he maſt have a 
real _ , ocherwiſe the Sacrament would be an image of an image. 
His words are theſe the bread which our Saviour took and di- 
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qetiica "me Eertarnty 
if we queſtion our ſenſes we may doubt whether our Bleſſed Savi- 


# our were not deceived in what he heard, and ſaw; and 
-- and touched. * He might ( ſayshe ) be deceived in the 


wojce from heaven , in the ſmell of the ointment with which he * ib. de Ani- 


” was anointed againſt bis burial ; and in the tafte of the wine * 13'S 


which he conſecrated in rememberance of his bleud. So that 

ir ſeems we are to truſt our ſenſes, even in che matter of the Sacra- 
ment; and if that be true , the Doftrine of Tranſubſtantiztion is cer- 
fainly falſe. | 

" Origewin his * Comment on Matth. 15, ſpeaking of 

the Sacrament hath this paſſage, That food whi h is ſanc- * Edit. Hu 
tified bythe word of  Gad and prayer z, as 10 that of it which © 

i material, goetb into the belly and is caſt out into the dranght | 
which none ſurely will ſay of the Body of Chriſt. "And afterwards he 
adds by way of explication , it is nos the matter of the bread , but the 
word which is ſpoken over it , which profiteth bim. that worthily eateth the 
Lord; and this ( he ſays ) he bath ſpoken concerning the typical and Syn- 
bolical body. Sothar the maner of bread remainethin the Sacrament, 
and this Origen calls the typical and Symbolics! body of Chriſt; and it 
is not the natural body of Chriſt which is there eaten . for the. foc 
eaten in the Sacrament , as to that ct ir which is material , gocth im- 
to the belly and is caſt our intorhe draught. This teſtimony is ſo 
yery plain in the Canſe,that Sextws ſenenfir ſulſpets this place of Origen 


" was depraved by the Heretiques. Cardinal Perron is contented to al- 


low itto be 's, bur rejedts his- teftimony becauſe he was accuſed 


gen 
of Herclic Rs of the Fathers, and fays he talks like a Heretique 


in this place. So that with much ado this teſtimony is yielded to us. 
The ſame Father in his * Homilies upon Liviticus (peaks thus , There 
ks alſo in#be New Teſtament a letter which kills bins who doth 

net Spiritually underſtand thoſe things which are ſaid, for £4 "© 
if we take according to the Letter that which is ſaid , EX- 

CEPT TE EAT MY FLESH AND DRINK MT BLOUD $bu Letter ills, 
And this alſo isa killing Teſtimony z and not to. |be anſwered bur 


|. in Cardinal Perrons way , by laying he talks like a Heretique. 


St. Cyprain hath. a whole Epiſtle #* ro Ceciliu,, againſt thoſe wha 


 * gave the Communion in Water only withour Wine 
- mingled with it; and his main argument againſt them * #t 6; 


is this, that the bloud of Chrift with which we are redeemed | 
end quickened cannot ſeem to be the cup when there is no Wine jn the cup by 
which the Bloud of Chrift is repreſented: and afterwards he fays , that 


; ate to the Evangelical and Apoſtolical DoQrine water was in ſome places 


ar given )) inthe Lord « Cup, which( lays he ) elone cannot > 


-who 7 of Tenſe hemerh this Argument, That © 


O Da le M 


tu ND aw - — _ 


Woeſe ( or repreſent _) the bloud of Chit: "And Hhftly hetels us;"rmar 
RFA the people is underſtood , by Winethe bloud of Chrift is ſhewn 
( or repreſented) but when in the Cup” water is mingled with Wine,the 
people is united to Chrift. So that according ito this Argument Wine in 
rhe. Sacramental cp is no otherwiſe chang'd- into the bloud of Chrift 
than the Water mixed with it is changed into the People, 'which are faid' 
to be wnited to Chriſt. th 
I omit mary others , and' paſs to St. Amſtin in the fourth Age after 
Chriſt, AndI the rather inſiſt upon his-Teſtimony , becauſe-of his 
cminent eſteem ang authority in the Latine Church ; andhe allg- 
calls the Elements of the - Sacramentthe figure 'and Sign of Chriſts bedy | Bp 
and bloud . In this Book againſt Adimantus the Maniches,we have this , |-- 
| expreſtion , *'&r Lord did not dbnbt to: ſay; this | is my. 
*Aug.Tem. 6. Body , when he gavethe Sign of bis Body. | And in _his'expli- 
4 _—_—_ _ cation of the third Pſalm; ſpeakingof Judas whom our * 
© 7 Lord admitredtohislaſt Supper ;>in;which (ſays he ) 
oy X" be commanded and delivered. to this \ Deſeples the: fignre 
*Enarrair in of his” Boy; Language-which would now be'- cenſared 
Pfal.1om.- 4. "for! Herefies'in the ' Churchiof: Rome: Tadeed he was 
P: 19" * " never accurd of Herefie, as Cardinal Perron lays Origen 
was,. but he tatks as like one as Origen bimielt, And in his Gomment-on 
the 98 Pſalm, ſpeaking of the oftcnce which the Diſciples took /at that 
ſaying of our Saviour, exceptiy6 ear the fleſh of the'Son of 1ruan.aud drink ig 
biord, &c. he brings in 68t Saviour ſpeaking thas ro them; #:.50 wah 
A underſtand Spiritually what T have ſaid nttoyou ; ye" ate 'no4 © 
*1d Tom. 95' tpeat this body which ye ſee, and to drink that blood which ſhall 
þ*1105:'- | be ſhed by thoſe that ſhall crucifie me.'' T have cummended a cep« 
tain Satrament tp you,” which being Spititually: underftoad ill give you" life; 
What® more -oppolite” ro: the PaQrine of Tranſubſtenteation, then thir 
the, Dilciples were not to eat'that-Body of Chriſt whichhrey Jaw; \nor. 
co drit k that blood which: was ſhed-upon the'Crols; but that all-this. 
was. to be underſtood ſpiritually and according to the nature of a Sa- 
crament ? | For that body he tells us is nor here but in heaven, inihis 
Comment tipoiſthefe words, me ye bave not always, '' *, He ſpraks (lays 
©, Þ "he J' of the \priſencepf bis body ;, ye :fhall have me:ageortting 
*1d Traft; '56:-- "$6 wy providence, | avcording' to Majeſty. aud. ir vehble grete ; 
in Johan. but according to the'fleſh which the mord aſſumed, according to, 
that which was born of the Virgin Mary, ye ſhall not |bave me © therefore  he-, 
cauſe he converjed with bis Diſciples fourty dayes, be is aſeended.\np [into -hea- 
ven and if not bepe, on nt 4} $8 ts pong bandoian buy 
Sel WOW In his 23d, Epiſtle y.* If «be Sacraments. (days he ) had: 
*1d Towr21P:93" nor ſome” veſereblanice" of | 2hoſethings wpbereof they are $acre+- 
FB _ ments, they would not be Saeramerts at. all ;; bit from abiewtt.c 
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bis death in Baptiſm, ſo wy may alſo receive the likeneſs of his fleſh and blood, \..,.1.q 


e they Take for the moſt part the names of the things which they re- 


| $. ent. Therefore as the Sacrament of the body of Chriſt is in ſome manner or 


ſe 
"rn Chrifl's body; and the Sacrament of bis blood is the blood of Chriſt ; So 
Sacrament of faith ( meaning Beptiſm ) is faith. Ulpon which words 
of St. . Awftin there is this remarkable Gloſs in their own Canan I aw ; 
the beavenly Sacrament which truly repreſents the fleſh of Chriſt is called the 


Sbody of Chrift ; but _— whence it is ſaid, that after a manner, but 


ot according to the truth of the thing, but the myſtrie of the thing ſignified 
$80 thet the meaning is, it is called the body of Chriſt, that is, it ſignifies the 
a$-2y of Chrift : And if this be St. Awftin's meaning, I am ſure no Pro- 


. M#antcan ſpeak more plainly againſt Tranſub/tantiation. And in the 
- ancient Canon of the Meſ7, before ir. was changed in complyance with 


this new Doctrine , it isexpreſly called a Sacrement, a Sign, an Image 
 fgure of hrift's bedy. To which I will add that remarkable pal. 
St. Awſtin cited by * Gratian , that as we receive the ſimilitude 0 


that ſo neither may truth be wanting in the Sacrament, nor Pagans have accaft- 
on to makg us ridiculous for drinking the bloud of one that mas ſlain, 

I will mention but one Teſtimony more of this Father, but ſoclcar 
an oneas it is impofhble any man in his wits that had believed Tran- 

etantiation could haye utter'd. I is in his Treatiſe *de 
Dottrina Chriſtiana, where laying down ſeveral Rules * Lib.3: Tom:3, 
for the right underſtanding of Scripture, he gives this *X 53: 
for one- If (fays he.) the ſpeech be a precept forbidding ſome heinow! wick: 
edneſs or ' crime, or commanding us to dogood, it is not figurative ; but if 
it ſeem to command any beinows wickedneſs or crime, or to forbid that which is 
profitable and beneficial to others, it is figurative. For example, Except ye eat 
the fleſh of theSon of man, and drink bis blood, ye bave no life in you 3 "This 
ſeems ta command a beinout wickedneſs and crime, t e it ir afigure ; 
commanding us #0 communicate of the paſſion of our Lord, and with advantage 
8 lay wp in our memory that bis fleſh was crucified and wounded for ws $0 
that accotding to St. gs beſt skill in ircexpreting Scripture, the 
literal eating of the fleſh of Chriſt, and drinking his blood would have 
been a great impicty; and therefore the expr isto be underſtood 
figuratively z and not as Cardinal Perron would' have it, only in op- 

ition to the cating of his fleſh and blood in the prol appearance 
of fleſh and blood , but to the real cating of his natural bod 
and blood under any appearance wharſoever : For St, Auſtin dot 
not fay, thisis a Figurarive ſpeech whercin we arecommanded really 
to feed Upon the natural body and blood of Chriſt under the ſpecies 
bf ow SOR. wr a erm _ — ou then 

ec | be li and nor figurative : But helays, this is a 
| hrs ſpeech wherein we are commanded Fpiritually to ſed upon 


iri 
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me 
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To theſe I will add but three or four Teſtimonies more in the rws- 
following Ages, ia. my "LY 
The firſt ſhall be of Theodoret, who ſpeaking of that ® | 
*Gen. 49.11, Prophelic of Jacob concerning our Saviour, be waſhed 
; his garments in Wine, and his cloaths in the bloud of grapes, - 
 Dialeg. 1 hath theſe words, {| as we call the myſtical fruit of the Vinz, | 
(thar is, the Wine in the Sacrament ) after conſecration the bloud of the 
Lord, ſo be (viz. Jacob). calls the bloud of the true Vine (viz. of Chriſt) 
the bloud ef the grape : bur the bloudef Chriſt is not literally and pro- 
perly but onely figuratively. the bloud ofthe grape, in the ſame ſenſe 
as he is ſaid to be thetrue Vine; and therefore the Wine ia the Sa- 
crament after conſecration is in like manner. not literally and pro-' 
perly bur figuratively the bloud of Chriſt. And. he explains this af- 
rerwards, ſaying, that ozr Saviour changed the names, and gave to bis Body 
the name of the Symbol or Sign, and to the Symbol or Sign the name of his Bod 
thus when he bad called. himſelf the Vine,he called the Symbol or Sign his Bl 
ſo that in the ſame ſenſe that he called himſelf rhe Vine , he call 
the Wine, which is che Symbol of his Bloyd, his Bloud-: For, fayes he, 
he would have thoſe who partakg of the, Divine Myſteries not to attend to the na- 
ture of the things which areſeen,but by the change of names to believe the cha nge 
which is mage by Grace , for he who called that. which by Nature is a Bod 
Wheat and Bread, and again likgwiſe called bimſelf the Vine, be honowred th 
Symbols with the name of bis Body. and Blowd : not changing Natnre but ad. 
ing Grace to Nature, Where you (ce, he fays cxpreſly, that when he 
called the Symbols or Elements of the Sacrament +, viz. Bread and 
Wine his Body and Bloxd;he made no change in.the nature of the alc $ 
only added Grace to Nature, 'that is, by the Divine Grace and eg 
fing he'raiſed rhem to a Spiritual and Supergataral virruc and efficacy. 
The Second is of the ſame. Theaderet in his. ſccond Dialogue berwee 
4 Cathilique , urider the 'name of Onbodorus , and an Heretique under 
the name of Eranifter ; who romrggery, that the Humabity of 
Chriſt was changd into the : ſubſtance of; the. Divinity ( which was 
the Hereſie of Extyches ) he illuſtrates:the matcer by. this, Similitude, 
As ſays he," the Symbols of the Lord's bidy and blond. are one thing before” 
invocation of the Prieſt , but after the: invocatiqn -are changed #n; 
ther thing ; So the body of our Lord 'aften this - sſcenſwn 1s charged. in 
vis Nile. Bur what ſays the Catholique Onbodexwr $5 this > tehy, 
he talks uſt like one of Cardindl-Perror's Herexiques , .Thoir art, Gay 
he , \ea4ght in thy own net--  becariſt the: myſtical. Symbals afie 
4 rj ont of their own nate? for thiy remain. in their for 
gre, Aud bppej ate, and maybe fren ond handled eve 9s befor 


L.__ nor ty devy the guriard figuieand apprarance. ofthe 
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red againſt him. | 


| : | rkes Antigens mage yon cnn. that is, 


1 the Sacrament. To make this Inſtance of .any force againſt the 


cral'd and was chang'd into the ſubſtance of his Divinity , it was ne- 
to deny that there ry ſubſtantial uy in the Sacra- 
ce body and blo 


-thar here is an infallible authority , one of their own Papes. cxpreſly 


wort of ion both 'when be was circumciſe 
4 the mr ary 

Sacrament of his body and 
breadimd cup 5 'is by ws 
ifuys 'he,"irproperly bis body, and the exp bis bloud-,, but becauſe they contain 
"Im then the | 


"Cawatiy'man' atter this. believe , that it was'\then\, \andhad: ever 
dech 4; the uniyerfal and received DoQrine ofthe Chriftian Church 
that th changed 


Iito'theproperand' natural body;andbloud/of Ghrift * 
-+By:thcſeoplain Teltimomes which Þ have "produced , and I might 
-tiaveibrooaghtaipgreatmany:more tothe fannie _* i$1think 
:eyident beyond-all denial that Traufutſtantiation hath:nat been the per- 
p1mul bitief of the Chriſtian Ghureb, [And this likewileiis. 4oknowledged 
by '\many:grearand - learned:men of che Kpianchwreb. *1Y: 


a): Serv acknowledgerh |, thavahis DoRrine \wasnot (4) Sex-l-4 
always rhbyght \necefiar xeo-dethetoak hare Doe 23.Q 3; 
Xhe neceſfiry:of bchieving-ir was confrquent to :that 


'ohindtion bf the Chmrch made inthe Conncilbt rLatersn underiPope 
Dower thei And: (+b. ) \Pirentes | freely dtifoovers (v) in Sent. l. 3 
OY EY TOP - Apart ol 
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of Chriſt. So. 
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wy 


452 ' in the Sacrament. And (d) Eraſmus, who lived and 
) in. 1.EMifl djed in thecommunion of the Romen Church, and-thay - 
«dCori”-E- 7- whom no man was berrer read ih the ancient Fathers, 
Salmerone, doth contels that it was late before the Church defined Tran- 
_ 9. om ſubſtantiation, unknown os —_ _ _ and thing. 
16.pÞ-108. "And (c) Alpbonſus a Caſtro ſays plainly , that coneer, 

c OY pony: the SG Fox mom of the bread into the Body of Ciel is 
is ſeldom any mention in the 4ucient Writers, And whhan. 

- imagine that theſe learned men would have granted the ancient Chunth 

and Fathers to have been ſo much' Strangers to this Dofrine , ha 

they thought it to have been the perpetual belict of the Church 2, 

ſhall now in the : 

Second place, give an account of the particular time and occafion of the 
coming in of this Doftrine, and by what ſteps and degrees it grew up 
and wasadyanced intoan Article of Faith in the Komiſh Church. The 

Dodtrine of the Corporal preſence of Chrift was firſt ſtarted upon occaſion 
. of the Diſpute about the Worſhip of Images, in oppolition whercto the 
| Smrnmrs 7 abour the year DCcL did argue thus, That our 

having left us no other Image of himſelf bur the Sacrament, 
in which the {ubſtance of bread isthe Image of his Body, we ought to 


make no other Image of our LORD. In anſwer to'this Argument, |. 


the ſecond Council of Nice in the year DCCLXXXVII did dec 
that the Sacrament after Conſecration is not the image and antitype 


Chriſts Body and Bloud , bur is properly his Body and Bloud. $o | 


that the corporal Body. of Chrift in the $ acrament was brought in # ſuppere 
the fupid mrſhip of Imager : And indeed' it cauld never have Fes 
in upon a * more proper occaſion, nor have beenapplyed to a firer 


pu . | | . 
nd here I cannot but take notice how well this agrees with * Bel- 
larmine's Obſervation, that none of the Ancients who wrote 
+ De Tucheril. FHerefies , bath put this errour ( viz. of denying T ranſub- 
Av aa. nn: in worry ner a Ancients 

1iſpate againſt this errour for ars. l very tru 

becauſe then there could be no occaſion then to diſputeagainſt thoſe 
who denyed Tranſubſtantiation ,, ſince, as I have ſhewn, this Dodrine 
waz not in being, unleſs among the Extyebian Hereriques, tor the firſt 


I "ne - , "Yr I—_— —_—_— | —— TI > - 
& det had not by that determination obliged men to believe it, (c) Toi” 

char |. 1. p: ſtal Biſhop of Durbamallo y 5 that -before the Lateran | | 
146. Council men were at liberty as to the manner of a preſence \- 


= 
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| 600 years and more, Bur * Bellaymine gocs on and tells 
* Ibid, vs that the firſt whocalled in queſtionthetrath of the Body of 
the LORD in the Excherift were the Iconomachi (the oppo+ 


A. efbocc obo noac mam lo che acncccci8 tf 4. 
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y theſe ſaid there was ene 1m3age of Chriſt inſtitated by Chriſt bimſelf, V1Z.the 


]. [25 and wine in the Fuchar,ft, which repreſents 1be body and blond of Chrift : 


berefert frum that time the Greek Writers often admoniſh w that the Euchariſt 
hs not the fgure or image of the brdy of the Lord, but bis irue body, as appears 
Fm the VII. Syned; which agrees moſt exaQly with the account which 
bave given of the firſt riſe of this Porine , which began with the 
corporal preſence of Chrift in the Sacrament, and afterwards praceeded to 
Tranſubftantiation. 
hs 25 this was the firſt occaſion of introducing this DeErize among 
the ks, {o in the I atine or Koman' Church Poſchaſive Radberne, firſt a 


 Motk,, ard aſtcrwards Abbat of Corbey, was the firſt broacher of it in 


| (hg Year PCCCXVIII 
*—And'fcr this, beſides the Evidence of Hiſtory, we bave the acknow- 


 TJedgement of two vet Y E mjnent Perſons in the Church of Rome, Bellar- 
' mine and Sirmondus, w 


o do in efteQ'contels, that this Paſthafirs was 
the firſt who wrote to purpoſe vpcn this Argument. © *DeScrip. Ece. 

* Bellarmine in theſe words, This Author was the who hath ſeriouſly 
and copioeſ written conecrnirg the truth of Chrift 5 Body and Blowd in the Ex- 
charift : Arid Sirmondus in thele, be ſo firſt explained the: genuine ſenſe of 
the Catolique Church , that he opened the way 10 the veft'who afterwards in 
great mumbers wrote wpon the ſame Argument : Bur though Sirmondys 
is pleated tolay, that he only firſt explained the (cnſe of the Catho- 
lique Church in this point , yet iris very plain fromthe Records of 
that Age which are lett to us, that this wasthe firft time that this 


' DeArige broathed in the Latine Charch;8 ir met with great: oppolition 
in thai at”A 


&' as hall have occaſion hereafter to ſhew.  ' For Kabanus 


| Maurur Arch: biſhop, of * Ments about the year B47 reciting the very 
words of Paſchaſms\ wherein he delivered this ine, bath this 3c- 


markable paſſage concerning the novelty of itz * Some, 

ſays he, of late, not having a right opinion concerning the Sa- * Epiſt. ad Heri, 
crament of the Body and Blond of our LORD , have ſaid that baldum, c. 38. . 

this _the- Body and Bloud of our LORD which was born 
of the Virgin Maty, and in which our LORD ſuffered upon the Croft, and 
roſe” from the Dead'; which errour, ſaycs he, 'we'-bave opped'd with all our 
might. From whenceit is plain, by the Teſtimony. of cne of the 
preach 8& moſt learned Biſhops of that Age,8of eminence Reputation 
Picty, that what is now the very Do@trine of the; Church of Rome 
ncermng' the Sacrament,was then eftcemed/an;cxrour broached by 
M1 pareeular Perſons, but"Way fac from! being) chi generally Fe 
'd PoQrine of that -Age./Canarny/ontelrink:is ppflible ghar wo cmi.. 
———_— !m the Church both/tor Picry and Learning, ebuld have 
condemned this *Dotrine as 'an Errdur and a/Novelty, had/it been 
the aciictal'D&Rtine of the Chriſtian Church 4,-nor- only, inghar bur, 
mm ont tray Rn” "2207 Tg. 2 os Sap v1 
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in al-form | 

is now' the great Barking Article) in the Ghurch of Rome, an eſteemed 
thers- one ofthe greateſt and moſt pernicious Hereſies 2 


o 


"Afterwards in the year 1059,when Berongarius 11) France and Germany 
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had raisda trdb oppoſition again{tthis D.xctrine, he, was compelled © 


ro recaft-ir by: Pope Nicholas and the council! at Rome , in theſe words 
that * the bread and wine which are ſet upon the Altar, of: 
| cov- | ter the conſecration are not on bY SR , but Fre ta 
ex4dt,, a1fienc.'2-- Body and Blowd of or. Lor us Chriti'; and, are ſenfibl 
W" TED not lord the Sacrament but in truth, bandled and broken h 
c. $. Guirmun 
di Sattans 1-1") 18ht \Paithfali' | Bur-it- ſeems. the Pope and his Council 
Algecs der? *, were nor [then SRiltull enough, ro,cxpreſs them'clyes 
Oper, Izc.'1 righdy in chis matfers; for rhe Glaſs upan the Canan Law 
«of he”? ſays expreſly; **.thet unleſs we underſtand theſe words of 
over. deconferrsr BERENGARIDS C that 1s in truth of the: Pope and bu 
zifh. 2.incap. Ego Council) in a found ſenſe: - we ſhall fall into a greater Hereſfie 
Berngarims, thanthat\of BERENG ARIUS ; for we  do.not make parts of 
TEES . (be body of Chriſt» The meaning of which Gloſs Ican, 
not imagine;/unleſsirbe this, that:the \Body 'of Chriſt ,, though it be _ig 
truth broken, yer it 15 not broken 4nto parts ( for 'we do not. make Irts of the 
body of Chrift, bac itito wholes ; Now this new way of breaking a Body, 
not into parts but into” whokes ( which in good earneſt isthe Dodtrine 
of the Church of Rome.) though to, them that ate. able to. be- 
lieve Traiſubtantiation it may: fot any thing Lknew appear to. be ſaund 
ſaiſe/ yet to us thar Tatinot belieye,(o 18 appears to be ſolid mon: ſenſe, ; 
About 20! years aftcr.,' it the; year 'L 529 Pope. Gregory, the 7rh. 
began to be ſenfibleof this abſurdity; and- therefore .in angther 
Comneil at Rome made Berengarius 40 recant in another Form, viz; * 
” that the bread and Wine which are Placed whe the Alter are 
* waldenſ® ſubſtantially chonged into the true and proper an4'quickning fleſh 


of Nice in'the year787 till the Council under Pope Gregory the.7th.Inthe. 
As 


yar' i almoſtithree hundred years chat this DoAtrine, was, 
conteſted”; and beforechismiſhapen Monſter of. Tranſnbſtantiation., could 
be Hick*d 'Trito that Formirin which itis--now {ecied and cftablilbed*n 


urch of Keme," | Here ther is a plain account of the firſt riſe of 
Dofrine , atid of the ſeycral ſteps whereby it was advanced by 
drntioef Faith, | come now in_the__ 
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er Ages ;- and no cenſure pals'd; upon him. for that which Þ 


the bands of the Prieft, and ground or braiſed, by the teeth of 


| 
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and been rittived in the Church'; and conſequently. «t muſt of ne> 


ped 
[ fly have been the” perpetual belief of the: Church in alll Ages, For at it 


had not always been the DoQrine of the Church., whenever ir had 
artempred firſt to come in, there would have been: a- great ſtir and 
buſtle about it, and the! whole Chriſtian» World would, have! role 
ap in-oppoficion to it.” But we'can ſhewno ſiich..time when. firid ur 
came in , and when "any ſuch oppalition-was made to ity, and there- 
fore it way always the D«uCtrine of the Church: I his Demonſtration 
Monſieur 'Arnauld-, a very learned M:n in France, pretends (Le) 
be-unanſ{werable ,wherher it-be (o or not:l ſhall briefly examine, And 
- /Firſt ,\we-do"afligi} a puritual and: very likely: time of the firſt 
riſe of this PbQrine , about the beginning: of the g Age 3, though 18 


| did not rake firm” root 'nor was folly:\ide4 and etablifhre wil £o- 


wards the 'end' of the tith, And this was: the molt likely time of 
ali other,, 'from- the beginning of Chriſtianity , for ſogrols an Er- 
rour to appear; 'it keing | by "the. confeſſion and - conſent 
of their Hiſtorians :; © the wr oft ! dark: and: difmal-; time: that 
ever happened r5 rhe 'Chriftian Church/both tou Ignorance ang 'Swper- 
ſition", and'Vive. ' fecame in'togecher with ' Idalatry , and was- made 
uſe of ro{upport it; A fit prop and companion for it. And indced 
what tares might not the Enemy have ſown in ſo datk and long a 
Nighe ; when (o confiderable a part of the Chriſtian World was lall*d 
aſleep in profound Ignorance and Superſticion; And this: agrees very 
well-with the account which our  Savioxr himſclt gives in the Porable 
of the Tares/, ofthe Springing 'up of Errours and «corruptions in the 
LIES Field of the Church. *While the men ſlept the Enemy 
* Matth. 13. did his work in the Nighrt, fo that when they were awake 
09s they wondered how and whence the tares came ;. bur 
_ +» being fure they | were'there and: that they were nor 
fown at firſt , they concluded the Enemy bad done it... + | 
' | Seemdly , L have ſhewn likewiſe: tharthere was conſiderable oppoſition 
inadeto this Errour at its firſt coming in, The general Ignorance 
and groſs Superſtition of that': Age rendered the generality of people 
more quiet and fecore , and diſpoſerhrhem rorreceive any thing that 
came under a pretence ofim ſtory: in-Rehgion and of greater reverence, and 
devotion of 'the Seeramem , and that ſeemed any way to countenance 
the' worſhip of Images ,* i which ar that time they. were:/zcalunſly 
concern'd. ' Bur'' notwithſtanding the ſecurity and pathive cemper:of 
the People , the men' moſt emjnent for Picty and Learning'in that 
Time made great reſiſtance: againſt ir. ': Thaye already. named Ra- 


 banits Airch-Biſhiop' of Mone/7 who! oppdbes it as ar Eprouc lately 
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tas Erigens, and Ratramnw commonly known by the name of Rewen 
who at the ſame time were employed -by.che Empcrour, Charkea the 
Bald to oppoſe this growing Errour, and wrote lcarnedly againſt. 
And thele were-the eminent men tor learning in that time. And be. 


cauſe Monficur 4r1:#1d will not be ſatisfied unlels there were ſome ſtir. -|. 


and buſtle abour it, Bertram in his Prefece to his Book tells us, thar they 
who according to their ſeveral opinions talkgd differently about the myſtery of 
Chritt's body and bloud were divided by no ſmall Sebiſm. 

Thirdly, Though tor a more clear and faristattory anſwer to this 
prerended Demonſtration I have been contented t9untye this knor yer 
{ could without all theſe pait;s have cut it- For ſuppoſe this ine 
had filently come in and without oppoſition, {o-that we could not af- 
fignthe particular time and occaſion of its firſt Riſe 3 yer it itbe e- 
vident from the Records of former Ages, for above D. years together 
that this was not the ancient belict ot che Church, and plain alſo, that 
this Doctrine was afterwards reccived inthe Roman Church, though we 
could-not tell how and when it came in , yet it, would be the wildeſt 
and moſt extravagant thing'iti the world to ſer up a pretended De- 
monſtration ot Reaſon againſt plain Experience and; matter of Fat. 
This'is'juſt Zenos Demonſtration of the impothbility of mation againſt 
Diogenes walking before his Eyes. For this is to undertaketo- prove 
that impoſſible to have been, which moſt certainly was. Juſt thus the 
Servants in the Parable might haye demonſtrated thac the tarer were 
wheat, becauſe they were fure.none but. good (eed was ſown ar firſt,and 
no man could give anyaccount.ot the: punQual.time,when any;tares 
were ſown,-or by whom; and-if an Enemy had come to,do.ichhe muſt 
needs have met with great refiſtance and oppoitiens burno ſuch reſiſ- 
tance was made, aud thereforethere could be no tares in the field, but 
chat. which they call'd tares.wascertainly good wheat. At the ſame rate 
2 man might-demonſtrate that our King , his Majeſty of Britain, is not 
return'd into England, nor teſtor'd to his Crown z becauſe there-being 
ſo great and powertull arArmy: polleſs'd of his Lands, and therefore 
oblidged by intereſt to keep him out,it was impoſhble He ſhould ever 
come in without a great deal of fighting and bloud-ſhed : - but there 
was no ſuch thing , therefore. he isnot return'd and reſtor'd.to his 
Crown. And by the like xind of Demonſtration one. might prove 
thatthe Twrk,did not inyade- Chriftendays (Jaſt year, and Vienngg 
becauſeit he had, the moſt Chriftien King, who had the great ATOP 
in Chriſtendom in readineſs, would certainly baye employed'it agaix 
him; but Monſienr Arnax/dcertainly knows, no {uch thing was done. 
And-rhercfore according to his way of ; Demonſtration, - the matter of 
Fatt; fo commonly reponed and believed, cancerning the. | 7 


and hbefito ins. Vienna laſt vear.wac 2 neriet} 


mn * 
* 


6 
yy 7 OT * 


al Cree I II ELOTTE FEI TORT; I9 
Þ -But.a man may demonſtrate till his head and heart ake,, hefore 
- theſhall ever be able roprove that which: certainly is, or was never 


it. -|. to-bave ben. . For of all ſorts of impoſſibles.nothing is more evi- 


dently ſo, thanro make that wbich-hath been not. ro have been. 


ir. -|- All the reaſon in the world istoo weak to cope with ſo tough and 


obſtinate a difficulry. And I have ofren wondered how a man of 
Monſieur s great wit -and ſharp Judgment could prevail 
with himſelf to in ſo bad and baffled a Cauſe ? or could 
think todefjcend it with {o weoden a eras his Demonſtration of Reaſon 
inſt certain Experience and matter of Fa: A thing if it be golds 

f equal ab{urdity with what he -pretends to demonſtrate, Tranſwub: 
ftamiation ir (elf, L proceed tothe ; 
_ Third Pretended Ground of this Dactrine of Tranſubftentistion; and 
that is , The Infallible Authority of the preſent Chureh to and deelare 
new Articles of Faith, And this in truth is the ground imo which 
the moſt of rhe learned men oftheir Church did heretofore, and 
many do ſtill reſolvethcir: belief ot this Doftrine : And , as I bave 
already ſhewn , do plainly. ſay that they ſee no ſufficient reaſon 
cither from: Scripture ar Tradition for the belict ofit ; And that they 
ſhould have believed the:contrary had not the determination of the 
Chucch;obli ged them otherwile. 

- Bur if this DoQrine be: obtruded upon the world meerly by yir- 
we ofthe Authority of the Rowen Church, and the Declaration of the 
Cannci] under ops Gregory the 5th. or of the Lateran Comncil wader 
Innecent the:3d,, Then it is a plain Innovation in the Chriſtian Do 
rine, and ainew Atticleof Faith impos*d upon the Chriſtian world. 
And it. any Church hath this power , the Chriſtian Faich my be en- 
" larged and changed as often as men pleaſe ;, and that which isno 
| _ of qur Saviours Dofrine , nay, any thing though never ſo ab- 

rd and unreaſonable , may become. an Article of Faith obliging all 

Chriſtians ed the belief of it, whenever the. Church of Rowe ſhal think 
fit to {tamp her Authority upon.'it : which would make Chriſtianity 
a.moſf} uncercaini and endlels thing, $ 

. The Fawrth' pretended ground: of this Dodrine is , the neceſſity of 
ſuch a change 6s 1bis in the Sacrament to the comfort and benefit of thoſe who 
reeehze it; Bur: there is no. colour -for this , if the thing be rightly 
confider'd'?: Becauſe the comfort and: benefit of the Sacrament de- 
pends upon the bleſting annexed to the Jnſtirurion, And as Water 
mays, wrt without any. ſubſtantial change made. in that Element 
may by. the 


Divine ble SepmparpingN Jaſtirucion be cfleQtual 


© pg——_ of Sin , and Spiritual Regenrrazion 3, fo there 
_ can no reaſon in the World be given why, che Elements: 
Lib Rioad and Hine in the. Laws Sutter may not ._ by the (ame Divine 
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bleffirlp accompany ing this Tuſticurioa ; make the ow receivers 
partakers of all the Spiritual comfort and benefit deft 


finceour Lord hath rc1d us, that verily the fleſh profiterh nothing. $80 


that if we could do fo cdd and ſtrange a thing as tocat the very na. - 


tural ficſh and drink the bloud ot our Lord , 1 do nat ſee of what 
greater advantage it would be to usthan what'we may have by,par- 
taking of the Symt ols of his body and ' bloud as he hath appointed 
in remembrance of him. For the Spiritual efficacy of the Sacrament doth 
not depend upon the nature of the thing received , ſuppoſing we re- 
ceive what our Lord appointed , and receive it with a 'right prepa- 
ration and dilpcliricn ot mind, bur upon the ſupcrnacural Vleſin 
chat goes along with it , and makes 1t cfcAtual ro thoſe Spiriucl 
ends for which it was appointed.” | 
The Fifth and laſt pretended ground of this Dodtrine ir, 19 magnify 
the power of the Prieft in being able to work ſo great a Miracle. And this 
with great pride and pomp is often _ by them asa tranſcendent 
inſtance of the Divine Wifdom \, to find out ſo admirable- a way to 
raiſe the power and reverence of the Prieſt : thar he ſhould be able 
cycry day , and as often as he pleates , by repeating a few words to 
work ſo miraculousa change , and (as-they loye moſt abſurdly and 
blatphemouſly ro ipcak )) to make God bimſelf. 
- But his is to pretend to a puwer aboye thatof God himſelf , for 


he did not, nor cannot make himlſelt ; nor do any thing that 'im- |, 


plies a contradiQtion , as Tranſubſtantiation evidently docs 1n their pre- 
tending ts make God. For to make that which already is, and to 
make that now which always was," is not' only vain and-rrifling 
if it could be done , but impoſlible becauſe it implies a contradittion. 

And what if after all Tranſubitantiation', if it were poſtible and' a&- 
uvally wrought by-che'prieſt , would yer 'be no [Miracle For there 
aretwo things neceſſary to a Miracle', that. there be a fupernatural 
cffc& wrought , and that this cfte&t be eyident to ſenſe. So that 
though a ſupernatural cffe& be wrought , yer it ir be noe evidence 
ts ſenſe it is to all the ends and purpoſes of a Miracle as if it were not ; 
and can be no reſtimony or proof of any thing , becauſe it {elf ſtands 
in'\neced ot-another Miracle to give teſtimony to it and to prove "that: 
iewas wrought. And neither in/Scripture > 'nor in rye Au- 
chouts , :nor in common ule of ſpeech;is any thing call'd ' a Miracle 


but what falls under the notice of our-ſenſes: A' Miracle, being no-' 
thing cle.but 2 ſupernatural effe& evident to' ſenſe the great cnd and de. 
ſign whercof isto:be a ſcalible proot and convittion tous of ſomerhing! 
that'we de not (ce. | 4 # | 4 p LE | » «6 TT; 
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efir deligned ro us || 
thereby', withcut any iutLantial change made in thoſe Elements; -|- 
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. . perceiyc ro change , the Pread an 


monſtraous and in ſupportable abſurdity of it. * 


-- 


true, weu'd te no Miracle, It would indeed te very ſupernatural , 


; "Eut for all that it wculd not te a Sign or Miracle : Fora Sign or ME 
racle, is always a thing ſenſible , otherwiſe  cculd be no Sign. 
New that ſuch a charge as is pretended in gy negro ſhou 


really ke wicught,, ard yet there fhcvld be no 'fign and: 

ot it, is a 1birg vety vcr.derjull , Eur nor to fenle; foronr ſenles 
d Wine: in the Sacrament 6 all 

our ſcnſcs 1cmaining juſt: as they were before: And thatathing 

fLould rcmain to all appea1ance juft as it was, bath nothing atall of 

wcnder in it 3 We wender indeed when we ſee a ſtrange thing done, 

but no man wonders, when he ſcesnething done. So that Tranſubſtan- 


. figtion , it they will needs have ita Miracle, is ſuch a Miracleas any 


man way work that hath tut the confidence to face men down that 


- he works it , and the fortune to be believed : And' though the 
Church ot Rome ray wagnily their Prieſts upon account ofthis Mira- 


cle, which they lay thcy can wotk every day ard eyery hour , yet 
] cannor underPand the rcaſon of it; for when this great work ( as 
they call it ) is done, there. is nothing more appearsto be.done 
if there-were no Miracle: Ncw ſuch a Miracle astoall appearance 
is no Miracle] ſec norcaſon why a Proteſtant Minifter , as well as a 
Popiſh Prieſt , may not work as often as he yy es, or ifhe can but 
baye the patience to letit alone, it will work it ſelf. For ſurely no- 
chirg mn the world is eaſier than to let a m_ be. as it-is; © and 
 ſpeakinga few words over it tomake it juſt what it-wasbefore 


'-b 
Frey man, cvely day ; May, work ten thouſand ſuch Miracles.- : * 


And thus I bave diſpatch'd the Firſt partofmy Diſcourſe, which 


” was to conſider the pretended grounds and Reaſons of the Church of 


Rome for this DoQtine and to ſhew the weakneſs and. inſufficiency of 
ther,” .1ccme in the | I om 
- SECOND Flace, to produce our ObjeQions agnirft #, Which will bef 
ſo much the greater force, becauſe I have already ſhtwn this Doftrine to be de- 
ftitate of all Divine warriaus and authority , and of any other ſort of Ground 
ſufficiem in reaſcn to juſlifie it. Ss that Ido .not now objeft againſt  # 
DoArine which hath a fair probability of Divine Revelation on its fits for that 
would weigh down all obj;Gions which did not plainly overthrow the probability 
and credis of its Divine Revelation: But 1 Obje8 againſt a Dottrine 
the mere will and Tyranny of Mea impoi'd upon the belief of Chriftians, with- 
ext Any evidence of Scripture, and againſt all the evidence of Reaſon aud Sinſe. 
The Objcfions I ſhall reduce ro theſe 1waHeads, Firft; the infinite 
ſcandal df this DoArine to the Chriſtian Religion. And-Stcandly, the 
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Firlt, The infinite ſcondal.of 16s Dofrine to the Chriftian Religion. "And Y - 
Har upan thele for accounts. 1. Of the ſtupidity of this Doftrine. 2.- 
he 
an {1 


'The real barharouineſs of this Sacramenc and Rite of our Religion np-» 
on ſuppoſition. of the truth of this. Dorine. - 3. Of the cruel and 

blowdy canſcquences of .ic,; 4 Of the danger of Nolatry, which they - 
are ccrtajuly guilry of , if rhis Doftrine be not true. T4 
it = ths 4 Account of the, flupidity of this-Doftrine, Ircmember that | - 
Zuly-, who was a man of very good ſenſe , inſtanceth in the conceir of | ? 
eating GODas.the extremity of madncks,and (o ſtupid an apprehenſion | 
. ., as bethought.no man was ever guilty of. *Phen we call, þ- 
* NeNat. De-, fays he, the fruits of the earth-Ceres, an] wine Bacebus, we uſe 'Þ*- 
orum. ly, . .* but tbe commonly Kage ; but do.you think any man ſo mad as to bs 


heheve that which he eats ty be Gad.?, In ſeemas, he could'got believe Ty Fs 


{a cxcravaganta folly bad ever encred into. the mind of man:, It is a'"'F 
vcryſeyerc aying of Averraee the Arabian Philoſopher ( who lived at- "FT 
tex this DoQrine was catertain'd among Chriſtienr Jand ought to makes} 
Let g re 
* Dionyl. - . ; lays, over, the morld., ; ave found divers s 
Carthut: — ſattyþ a Sett A I never found;as is the Sel} of the Chri- 


dſl. 30. are, Io 


Let us 4Gad that we-may eat him,, So.that upon the whole maat- . 
ter I cannot but. wonder that they ſhould chuſe chus to expoſe” Faith 
to.the. comtenge of all.thar are endued with Reaſon. And to ſpeak 
theplain euch , the Chriſtian Religion was never ſo horribly expoſed |. 
to the ſcorn of Arhaills and Infidels, as it hath been by this moſt 
abſurd and ſenfeleſs Dofrine. But this it was forctgld that * zbe 
\ ._* Mangf Sin ſhorld come with power and ſigns and Lying Mira- 
*.2'Thefl. 3. .cles, and with all deceiveableneſy of wuarighteouſneſ7 , with 
10, all che Legerdemain ind jagling m1 on HE and ar 
"m ture ; amongſt whi 1s of Trayſubſtentiation, which 
they call a Miracle , and we a Cheat , is one of the chiet: And. in |, 
all probability thoſe common. jegling words of bocns poene , arc no- . |": 
thing el(c bur a corruption of hoe eff corpus , by way ot ridiculous 
 Imitationgf the hy i the Church of Rewe in their #rick of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. loto ſuch contempt by this fooliſh Dofcine and pre- 
rable Myſſery op cieprzaye oncy: brought the moſt facred and vene- 
2. ' It s very Kandalous likewiſe upon account of real bheofag, 


TY __ __.... 64561 42A ITE OT OUt KEligion , upon lu 
| *truch ofthis Podtrine. Literally to eat the fleſh of the Son of 
ade. . drink, bis blond, St, Auftine, as1 have ſhewed before, declaresto be'a 
Leu great impiety.. Andthe impicty and - barbaronjnels ot the thing is nor 
| in truth extenuared, but onely rhe appearance ot it, by its being done 
&F-| - under the Spetier of Bread and Wine : For the thing they acknowledge 
ie | . is really done, and they believe that-they verily eat and drink the na- 
X | ; tural fleſh and bloud of Chriſt. And what can any man do more un- 
'.. worthily towards his Friend How can he poſhbly ufe him more 
[| © barbarouſly, thanto feaſt upon his living fleſh and bloud ? Ir is one 
| "Þ of the greateſt wonders in the world , that it ſhould ever enter into 
©” the minds of men to pur upon our $aviour's words, ſocafily capable 
” - of a moreconyeniecnt ſenſe and ſo neceffarily requiring it, a meanin 
+* fo plainly contrary to Reaſon, and fenſe, and even tro Humanity it 
I 9 the ancietit Chriſtians owned any ſuch Deftrine, we ſhould 
EF. have heard of itfrom the Adverſaries of our Religion inevery page 
&. of their Writings ; and they would have deſired no greater advan- 
$ tageagainit the Chriſtians than to have been able'to hit them? in the 
+" recth with cheir teaſting upon the natural fleſh 8 bloud of their Lord 
| and their God, and their beſt Friend, What endleſstriumphs would 
they have made upon this Subje&t ? And with what confidence would 
icy haveſer the cruelty uſed by Chriſtians in rheir Sacrament, againſt 
_ the Saturn's eating his own Children, and all the cruel and blou- 
dy Rites 


= 
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of their Idolatry > Bur rhat no ſuch thing was then objected 

7 the Heatbens to the Chriſtians, is toa wile man inſtead of a thouland 
monſtrations thatno ſuch Doftrine was then believed. 

3J- It is ſcandalons alſo upon account of the crael and bloudy con- 

4.. ſequencesof this Doftrine ; ſo contrary to the plain Laws of Chriſtia. 


unite Chriſtians in the moſt perfe& love and charity to one another : 
Whereasthjs Doctrine hath been the occaſion of the moſt barbarous 
and bloudy Tragedics that ever were ated in the World, For this 
hath been in the Church of Rome the great burning Article; and as ab- 
ſurd and unreaſonable as it is, more briſtians have becn murtherd 
for the denialot it than perhaps for all the other Articles of their Reli- 
ion.And T think it may generally paſs for a true obſervation that all 
are commonly moſt hot and furious for thoſe things for which 
there is leaſt Reaſon ; for what men want of Reaſon tor their opini- 
ons, they uſually fupply and make up in Rage. And it was no more 
than needed to uſe this ſeyeriry upon this occaſion ; for-nothing bur 
' the crucl fear of death could in peru have driven ſo great a 
G 
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part of mankind iato the acknowledgtnent of ſo unreaſonable & ſenſe. 
ics a Doctrine. 


END 


man and to 


nity, and to one great end and deſign of this Sacrament , which is to 
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blefſed Saviowr | theu teſt Fricndahd- greateſt lover of manxingy, * 
:Wbocan imagine thou didft ever intend that men ſhowld kill oneas - 
nother jor not kcing able to Eclicyc contrary to their ſenſes ; for be-" EI 
ing unwilling co think that thou ſkouldſt make one of the moſt Hor- 
rid and tarbarous things that can be imagin'd,a twain Duty and prite -. 
cipal Myflery of thy Religion ;. tor not flactering the pride and'pre- 
ſumption of the P1cft who lays he can make God, and for nut com-- 
plying with the {clly ard ſtupiduy of the Fcople, who believe that 
they can cat him? | 


«a, + 


4. Upon account ofthe danger of Idelatry ; which'they are ces wilt 
cainly guilty of,itthis DeArine be not true, and ſucha cbavge asthey 
pretend be nct made in the Sacramert . {or it it be not, then they |: 
worſhip a Create in ſtead of the Creator Ged bleſied for exert, Bur © Þ 
ſuch a change 1 have ſtcwn to ke impcdhble 5 or it it could be; yer '- (© 
they can never te certain that it is, and coukcquently ate alwaycs ins Fi 
danger of 1dolatiy 3 ' And that they.can never be cetrain that; & : | 
changes made, is-cyidcat.; becauſe, according to the _ | Fy # 

An ; 


mination'ot the C ouncil of Trent ,. that. depends upon the ai 
intentice of che Prieft, which cannot certainly - be known butby:Revela- ' 
tion , which is nct pretended in thiscale, And it ON on yr 
about this change, threvgh the knavery or croincis 'of tbe Prieſt whe | 
will not-make God;bur whcn he thinks fit, they muſt not gynkkigex- 
cuſe-themiclyes from Icolan y kecaule they. intended. to worſhip God  : 
and ner a-Crcature ; tor ſo the Perſians might be | excur'd tratna hs 
try in worſhipping the Sn , becanic they intend 16 worſhipG: frog 
nota-Crearure; and io incecd wemay cxcule all-the 1dchtry that 
ever was in the World, which is nothing clic but a eapry 3, the Dier 

ty, and Upon that miſtake a worſbipping ot ſomething as God, which 
is:not God, WP RO bTY oy 

. Il; ' Beſides the infinice ſcandal. cf this DaQrine.ypon.the accounts 

T have mentioncd , the monſtrous. abſurdities of it make it We ae ; 
to any'Religion. Iam vay well aflur'd of the grounds of Religion 
in general ,and of the Chriſtian Religicn in particular ; and yer 
caynat ee thatithe {Gundaticns of apy xeycaled Relgian:, arc Frone 
cnough tob-car whe-weightof jo many and lo greatabliuc iigs.as this 
DodGrine of Tn falftartiption would. cad it withall.  Andio.omake 
thisevigdent ;.1 {:a1l-;nat iplift upgn thalc grols ccnmragdictigns of 
the ame Buxiy being in lo many ſcvcral places ar. ence; of gur Say; 
out's: giving -@way melt with bis cwn hand to al ehcp 
Diſciples; and:yet {till-keeping.himſe)t ro bimfcy ;:anda thaplay 
wore of 4þe. like pawre :Burto ſhew.the abſurdity Gt;thjs 1/ Arne 
iſball only ask theſe tew Queſtions. he oy :M I; 
Fe I, #/ bet 
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- rRevelationthon every man | bod 
$ - ead+ hey wore ack ple taut, of 1 men had ihe Jo 
r- q \C an Religion | bave T fan 
- ache clear and irvef, Jible evidence of ſenſe. - He that can once be heatle j8 
os nya die ar deny his ſenſes, is 68 an. end of certatuy; for whot cati « man be 
1 wtainof, if be be not certain of what heſees ; In ſame circumſtances our ſenſe 


decerve us , but no Facwty deceives us ſo little and ſo ſeldom : * And w 


| 
wr ſenſes do deceive ws , bx that errour is nt-to be carried withoyt the belp 


K enjesy | 
$ re ubie Doftrine had been delivered in Scriguzne #8. the very ſane 
£5 'Fa 4 #6 8bat #2 - # decreed inthe Counch of Treat. , by wha at clearer evidence of 
: W = wr ee could any man prove to' we Wat words wore in the 
—_ 7 can prove ta him that and Wine after canſecration arg breed 
| » 1 | ing nfl 2* He could bus appeal tomy 9 to up ſuch word; 0 be in 
| Kh, ys, as ſome reaſon ne a] eſnes of 
7 m that the bread ao: Omg f ans ore bread 


, ighe begfinght le 20 imagyne _—— maks that @ @ part of 
iarReligioy which ſhakgs the v1gin external evidence .gnd confirmati- 
mbile #1 mean the Miracks which were wrought by aur Satiour end 
Rles'y tbe aſſurance wherefore did at fiſt depeng upan the certainty of 
FE if the ſenſes of thoſe who. jor they Jaw them were deceived then 
-4 \be no Miracle wrorght ; ond ceſognenthy jag ly > deubieg 
- &r thot tynd iof.confy mation which Ge hath tun 20 phe ian Rein 
gion would beflrong enough 89 prove it , ſwppeſong'1.1aulub $1 MM to be 8 
part of it $ Becauſe every man bath os great evidence that. Txgnlphlizet- 
- ticy falſe, & behath that 1be Chriftian Religiqn.is trae. etbes 
Tranlut famiation to be fart of yhe Chriftigy Difrine., it p boue the 
Same confirenation axith the mhoje, and t#hat is Miragles ; ot Þof all, es 
ln vbe 30914 it is peculiarly ingapeble of Prin proped by. a Mis ke.., 0 4 
Miracle were nwought for the proof of #4 , #he ſame aſſurgyce . w any ney 
bath of the truth of the Miarele- be hah of the falraad of the Devin that 
is, the clear cuidence of bis ſenſes. Far that there is 3 Miracle wr 
prove that what he-fces ip the Sacramen; ipngt , HA IRC bc of 
Gol thive 3s enely.tht evidence of Senſes 99 thee As Fran e£H{dence. 
e that what bc dees inthodgement » Jt ane | if Chih 
woke oe) .] Sp that here | \wy1d; ariſe s. —_— rſq , whe en a $14 
ſhould vather Þilicne bis: Senſes giving teflroany 4 4 a pn 
lutftamiation , arheaxivg witneſi to. 8 Mrephove pot y 4 


inp thine being the try ſane idence gggon(l 
——— — 'L1anliitli Bantiants ll oh 


y 3013 


ares. 2:34 x ſee what he'ſoes - And if then” 
| idoxe eb; T'ranſubſtantiation ir wn part of the. Chuiftalh -. 
rine "world be \ſffficient ," that what proves the one, doth af mu 
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x 5» 
overthrow the oth#h ; and that Miracles which are-certainly the b-t and highe.- 
external proof of Chriftanity are the worſt proof in theworld of Tranſubſland” 
tiation , anheſ7 a mait can renounce bis ſenſes at the ſame tinte that be.reliedl © 
pen them. For a man cant believe a Miracle without relying wþon ſenſe, "nod | 
Trania bllantiation without renouncing it. So that" never "were i. 
ings ſo ill coupled rogether as the Doftrine of Chriftianity an1 #bs.of Th 
ſubſtantiation , betawje they draw ſeveral wayes, and are redlly t 
one another ; becauſe the main evidence of the Chriſtian Doltcine” 
Miracles , is reſolved into the certainty »fſanſe'; bug. this: evidence is clegiy y 
poin-blan again T ranſubſtantiation?®* 4%, will ts ©; i, RA. 
4- And Laftly, Twould ask what we are torhink-ot the Argue 
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whictr our Saviour uſed to conyince his Diſciples ifteghis Re 


{ L184 


| i 
on that his Body was rcally riſen , and that they were nh daludef” F 


by a Ghoſt or Apparition? Is ita neceſſary and conclliv&A 


* Luke' 24. Jed ? and why do thoughts ariſe in your hearts P* Behold» | 


ment or not 2 * And be ſaid unto them , mby'are ye trouls'| £ 


- 


30,39; bands and my feet, that it is I my ſelf; for a Spigit'þ uh | * % 


_ fleſh and bones ED ſee me have. Bur now if we, [os of I 


e Dodrine of Tran/abtantiation to\he-tit 


4v 


with the Church'of Rome t 


and that-he hat! inſtructed his Diſciples in it juſt betbre his death, Þ : 


ſtrange Jouge might juſtly have riſen in their hearts, and they 
Fo have ſaid to him, Lord, it isbut a few dayes ago fincechou 
didft teach us nor to believe our ſenſes ; bur diretly comrary.to 
what we faw', viz. ' That the bread which thou gaveſt us inthe 
Sacrament, tough we'faw- it,and' handled it, and taſted it,to be 
bread , yet was not bread, bur thine own ' natural rw &, now 
thou appealeſt ro our ſenſes to prove that this is thy body which we 
now ice. If ſeeing and handling be an unqueſtionable evidence that 
thingsare what they appcar toour ſenſes, then we were deceived be+ 
fore in the Sacrament; and if they be not, then we are not ſure 
now that thisis thy body which we now ſee and handle, but it may 
be ps bread under the appeatance of fleſh and bones , juſt as 
in the Sacrament , that which we law and handled and uſted to be 
bread was thy fleſh 'and bones under the form and appearance.of 
bread. Now upon this ſuppoſition , it would have beena hard mar. 
cr to haye quicted the thoughts of the Diſciples: For ifche Argu. 
ment which our Sayiour uſed 'did certainly proyetothem chat white 
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ok” ry. OT: 4 FP IO i 4. £34 4 pr $oua ER: bY oy 
Mo hey [aw a a handled ther, © ENS ere.mpi- = 
op nas )it w jd as ftrongly* prove that what they egy... Fre- 
Med belive int 'Sacratnerit vis not the natural body and. blot: d 
of Chrift, biit re btead apd wine, And conſequeritly ,. that accor- | 
urs drgging; alter his ReſurreQion the I: 


ad .no rea- 


ar proves the reality of his body aftet his R 
proye the reality of, bread ani, wine. after C 
#ut's Argument was moſl ink 


I \ andrherer the Dodrine of Tranſubſtantiatis 18 U1 


© 
| * i [pon xthewbole ndrret 1 ſhall only ſay this ” thar Bae "i. 
nts bet cen 4 the Church'of Rome ate nianaged ith ſome 

ind -f , bur this of -Tranſubſtantiation is carried” out 


of impu ence and facing down ir Mankind. 
=. - more diſcerning [yori of that Church arc of 


| they would now 'be glad to be ri of this 
ory Con LPoarine Burrhe Coord of Trent bal 1 
Micah it. a neceffary and. 


TT Log lick gz cannot now part with it I Be would; 
& wa nt hung ur the be peckege Pery wa Jich will* 
| | it t W FA. $ Gen ied es of 


"I | 


Ren nooner rddioles fo TI 


th Voloihes, ye | it is an bard; oft | 
: +> thar nohumane hn or wit -arc e able png ee": 1 Sil 
".&&Hke the very Pillars of St. Peter*s crack, and requites more Vo- 
? X Innes to make it good than would fill theVaticon. 
+:22 And now+4 would... apply my ſelf ro the poor deluded People of 
4 = Church , if 6-4 were Either permitted by their Priefts , or durſt 
© 73venture without their leave to'look into rheir Religion and to exa- 
| . {mine t the DoQrines of ir. Conſider , and ſhew yotee ſelves men. Do 
+ "Hor ſuffer your ſelves any longer to be led blindfold , and by an im- 
licit Faith in-your Prieſts , into the belief of nonſenſe and contra- 
.- | giceE Think it cnough and too much 40 let them rook you of 
7: 4: your mony for pretended Pardons and counterfeit Reliques , but ler 
+ _ & northe Authority of any Prieſt or Church perſuade you our of your 
£ ſence: Credulity is certainly a fault as well as Infidelity : and be who ſaid, 
beythat bave not ſeen and yet bave believed , hath' no w| 


| ee, that have ſeen and yet bave not believed, 
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